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If it means utterly independent sovereignty so that there is nothing in
common between the two, I hold that it is an impossible proposition.
Then it means a fight to the knife."
Here is an apostle and a devotee of non-violence threatening us
with a fight to the knife, and according to him the talks have only ad-
journed sine c&e. But apart from that, what kind of separate State
does he then concede to the obvious Muslim majority in their national
homelands?
Mr Gandhi, perhaps under provocation, again asserted that he had
never admitted the claim of the Muslim League as the only authorita-
tive organization of the Mussalmans, and darkly hinted that there are
other Muslim organizations with a large body of Muslim opinion behind
them who da not see eye to eye with the League and do not support
the two-nations theory. Thereby he has again made an attempt to
discredit the Muslim League and disrupt the Mussalmans, for he knows
that is not true. Of course, no nation can attain absolute and complete
unanimity cent, per cent.
In one breath Mr Gandhi agrees to the principle of  division, and "
in the next he makes proposals which go to destroy the very founda-*
tions on which the division is claimed by Muslim India." On the one
hand   he   wants a   League-Congress   agreement, and on the other he
denies its representative character and authority to speak on bejtialf
of the Mussalmans of India.   Mr Gandhi is an enigma.
Mr Jinnah then elucidated1 a number of questions put by Pressmen
regarding the boundary of the Pakistan State. He was asked if any
machinery will be set up to decide the case of predominantly non-
Muslim border areas, as to whether they intended to join Pakistan or
Hindustan. Mr Jinnah referred the questioner to the Lahore resolu-
tion which stated that the division should be on the basis of the present
boundaries of -the six provinces, namely the N.-W.F.P., the Punjab, Sind,
Bengal, Assam and Baluchistan subject to territorial adjustments that
might be necessary.
He emphasised the words " subject to " and explained that terri-
torial adjustments did not apply to one side only but to both sides,
Hindustan and Pakistan.
"I made it clear," Mr JinnaH said, "that if we agree on the fun-
damentals of the Lahore resolution then the question of demarcating
or defining the boundaries can be taken up later in the same way as a
question of boundaries arising between two nations," and solved. It
will be like one Government negotiating with another to arrive at a
settlement.
44But there are no Governments- here", interrupted a reporter.